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COMMENT ON THE PROPOSAL FOR AMENDMENT OF OPINION 610— 
DREPANIDIDAE Z.N.(S.) 1958 


(see volume 28, pages 119-120) 
By Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark) 


In his proposals, Dr. Kashin has forgotten to ask for an alteration on the Official 
List of Family Group Names. A mere proposal to introduce a new item cannot be 
houet; The correct formulation of the solution proposed would seem to be something 
ike 

(1) Under the Plenary Powers to set aside the entry no. 306 on the Official List of 
Family Group Names in Zoology (from Opinion 610) and, having done so, 
to introduce instead as no. 306 the entry: DREPANIDIDAE (correction of 
DREPANIDAE) Cabanis, 1847 (Arch. Natur. gesch., 1: 325) (type-genus Drepanis 
Temminck, 1820) (Class Aves). 

However, I am strongly opposed to any action involving changes in the Official 
Lists and Indexes. “Once on the List (/Index), always on it” must be a leading principle 
if these Lists shall be worth anything at all. Instead, I favour generally as well as in the 
present very straightforward case to carry through any action needed to keep the 
threatened entry intact. May I suggest instead the following alternative: 

(1) Under the Plenary Powers to suppress for the Purpose of Priority all family 
names based on the genus Drepanis Temminck, 1820 (Class Aves) prior to 
the name DREPANIDIDAE Gadow, 1891 (placed on the Official List as name 
no. 306 through Opinion 610). 

(2) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family Group Names in 
Zoology the following names (all suppressed under (1) above): 

(i) DREPANINAE Cabanis, 1847 (Arch. Naturgesch., 1: 325) 
(ii) DREPANIDAE Bonaparte, 1853 (C.R. seances Ac. Sci. Paris, 37: 644) 
(iii) DREPANITIDAE des Murs, 1854 (in Cheni: Ency. Hist. nat. Oiseaux, 2: 280) 
(iv) DREPANIDINAE Sundevall, 1872 (Meth. nat. Avium disp. Tentamen: 48) 
(V) DREPANIDIDAE Wallace, 1876 (in Meyer: Die geographische Verbreitung 
der Thiere, 2: 312). 


COMMENT ON A REQUEST FOR SUPPRESSION OF THE NEOTYPE OF 
EOSTOMIAS EXIMIUS (PISCES, CHANLIODONTIDAE). Z.N.(S.) 1964 


Nomenclature Committee, American Society of Ichthyologists and Herpetologists, 
per B. B. Collette, Chairman (Fishes). 


Lavenberg (1971, Bull. Zool. Nomencl., 28: 164-5) has requested the Commission 
to suppress the neotype designation by Crane (1966, Contrib. Sci., Los Angeles Co. 
Mus. no. 115) for Eostomias eximius Jordan and Gilbert, 1925, following the recent 
rediscovery of the holotype. An ad hoc committee of the American Society of Ichthyo- 
logists and Herpetologists has been formed to comment on the case: Dr. Robert H. 
Gibbs, Jr., National Museum of Natural History, Washington; Dr. James E. Morrow, 
University of Alaska; and Dr. Bruce B. Collette, National Marine Fisheries Service 
Systematics Laboratory, Washington, Chairman. 

In his 1966 revision of Chauliodus, Crane recognized only one fossil species so there 
is no danger that reverting to the holotype would cause any nomenclatural difficulties. 
In fact, it is not completely clear from Crane’s paper that designation of a neotype 
“was necessary in the interests of stability of nomenclature” (Art. 75a). We note that 
Dr. Crane supports Lavenberg’s proposal and we herein add our support. 
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